The rich corpus of material produced by the anthropologists of the Rhodes Livingstone Institute (RLI) has come to dominate our understanding of Zambian societies and Zambia's past. The RLI was primarily concerned with the socio-cultural effects of migrant labour. The paper argues that the anthropologists of the RLI worked from within a paradigm that was dominated by the experience of colonial conquest in South Africa.
Introduction
The rich corpus of material produced by the anthropologists of the Rhodes Livingstone Institute (RLI) has come to dominate our understanding of Zambian societies and Zambia's past. 3 It is argued here that the anthropologists of the RLI, which was primarily concerned with the social-cultural effects of migrant labour, worked from within a paradigm dominated by the experience of colonial conquest in South Africa. RLI
anthropologists transferred their understanding of colonial conquest in South Africa to the Northern Rhodesian situation, without ever truly analysing the manner in which colonial rule came to be established in Northern Rhodesia. As such, the RLI anthropologists operated with a flawed understanding of the past.
In arguing that a paradigm that was applicable to South Africa came to be applied to Zambia, it contributes to a discussion that was initiated by Gordon, Widlok, and Sunseri. Each of whom, in their separate fields, have drawn attention to the manner in which the South African experience continues to inform and obscure the dominant view of both anthropology and history about southern Africa as a whole. As such, Robert
Gordon has highlighted "the effectiveness of [South African] colonial socialization", which prevents us -in his case -from using terms such as "bushman" and infusing new
The Importance of Anthropology in Zambian History
What he [Marshall Sahlins] is stressing is the importance of ethnography. And I sometimes feel myself that perhaps when all the theories are forgotten … if there is anything that will survive, I think it may be in the ethnography. And by and large I think the work that was done at that time was very, very good ethnography. It's history. 10 Although history is not the object of professional inquiry by anthropologists, they do have ideas about the past, and in the Zambian context anthropology has to a large extent come to determine the country's historiography. 11 Elsewhere in Southern Africa it could be suggested that every ethnicity has its own historian and written history, whereas in
Zambia every ethnicity appears to have its own ethnologist and written ethnology. In young anthropologist who had previously worked in Lesotho and had conducted a year of fieldwork on the Copperbelt, sought to provide an overview of the material that had previously been written and published on urbanisation on the Copperbelt. 15 In short,
Ferguson argued that the texts that had been written on urbanisation in Zambia had been subject to a modernist narrative that had seen an inevitable progression from migrant 13 15 To be sure the material looked at by Ferguson did not deal solely with the Copperbelt, but it was this that was the main focus of his literary overview. See fn. 13 above.
labourer to permanently urban proletarian. Ferguson, in dealing with the position of anthropology in Zambia, noted that:
In the same way that India has been anthropology's designated spot for thinking about hierarchy, southern Africa (and particularly the Copperbelt) has served as the anthropological topos for the ideas of "social change" and "urbanization". It is the place where a classical social anthropology engaged, if not first, then at least most seriously and successfully with subjects such as urbanization, industrialization, labor migration, and social transformation. 16 Anthropology in Zambia was primarily interested in social transformation brought about by industrialisation and labour migration. However this interest was subject, according to
Ferguson, to a meta-narrative of modernisation. As Ferguson noted:
The distinctive RLI approach to African urban life depended on a meta-narrative of transition, in which tribal rural Africans were swiftly becoming modern, urban members of an industrial society. … all shared a narrative of urban "emergence"
and "adaptation", which complemented the parallel story of "tribal breakdown" that was being elaborated by Audrey Richards and others in the RLI's rural studies.
17
Rather unexpectedly the sentiments expressed by Ferguson led to a response in which no holds were barred. men became migrant labourers for the reasons given by a meta-narrative shared by the anthropologists at the RLI; the meta-narrative stating that the people of Zambia had been subject to colonial conquest. This meta-narrative had as its origins, not the empirical data of Zambia's past, but the past of South Africa transferred to Northern Rhodesia, i.e. colonial conquest had impoverished the rural areas, resulting in the movement of people to the mines. Consequently, the root of what drove men to migrant labour -alleged colonial conquest -was never seriously investigated but taken as a given.
The anthropologists who dominate Zambian historiography did not consider how colonial rule came to be established. Where they did consider it, as in the case of Barnes, it was primarily because the ethnographic detail so clearly brought this aspect of violent conquest to the fore. 19 For the rest, it was taken for granted that colonial rule had been established through conquest. Where did this meta-narrative of colonial conquest come from? In the remainder of this paper I seek to show that the RLI anthropologists believed that this had occurred in the same way it had in South Africa, and that this meta-narrative of colonial conquest was inadvertently, yet understandably, transferred to Zambia through the work of the RLI. To sum up, an extensive body of Zambian anthropological material dominates the historiography of Zambia. Unfortunately, with the exception of the notable work by John Barnes, it does not analyse the establishment of colonial rule.
Audrey Richards
As a professional discipline in Zambia, … the Governor then felt that such an appointment would be fatal to the success of a nascent institute. He had 'nothing against women', he said -a phrase often heard at the time-but he felt it to be too great a risk to appoint someone who was not only a woman but also a woman who was an anthropologist, a word which aroused the greatest possible apprehension in the minds of government officials and settlers at the time.
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In the event and with the support of Audrey Richards, the first director of the Rhodes 
Max Gluckman
The remarkable circumstances that contributed to the history of South Africa in the twentieth century also ensured that three of the world's best known anthropologists, Winifred Hoernlé conducted research among the Nama in southern and central Namibia and her work detailed for the first time in the academic community the extent of the genocide that had been perpetrated by Imperial Germany on the Nama in Namibia.
This pioneering work, which still awaits follow-up research by a worthy successor, continues to express the shock and horror felt by Hoernlé with regard to the colonial conquest and genocide in Namibia. 48 In Old people were there in numbers, and intelligent old people too, but that was partly the tragedy. These men, with their families, were practically prisoners of war of the Germans; they had all of them worked and worked hard in their day, but there were numbers of them well over sixty who were unable to earn their living any more, and before the break in the dreadful drought of 1922 these people were suffering real hunger. In the analysis of the African material, we recognised that we were looking at people caught up in a colonial system whose influence was pervasive. This was a basic datum. We certainly indicated that in both rural and urban areas people resented the economic and political domination and the gross inequalities of the system.
64
Central to Gluckman's Seven Year Plan was an investigation of the effects of labour migration in relation to the differing ethnic groups. Indeed, the various groups selected for study were chosen on account of their varying labour migration rates. In justifying his research programme, Gluckman noted that it needed to cover "the major social developments in the region" and "deal with the most important social problems confronting the Government of the Territory". These needs, Gluckman argued, were to be clearly met by a study of the "problem of labour migration, … [for] it is industrialization with labour migration which dominates the whole trend of social developments".
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Writing about her experiences as part of the Rhodes Livingstone Institute, Elizabeth
Colson noted that:
The proposal submitted by Max Gluckman to the Colonial Social Science
Research Council called for the investigation of how involvement in the market economy affected rural African communities that were either exporting labor or growing cash crops. We were asked to look at people who were moving about, making choices, adjusting to changing circumstances.
66
Yet the way in which this labour migration had initially emerged was not to be the object of investigation. Essentially for Gluckman, and later for his students, labour migration was brought about by taxation, which had been instituted following colonial conquest, and as they "knew" how colonisation had taken place they did not re-investigate this. That we failed to provide descriptions of the working of the colonial administration adequate to the needs of later readers is due to our assumption that since administrative practices were everywhere similar, readers who knew anything about Africa could fill in the details.
72
Effectively, as Colson notes, she was writing in the high days of colonial rule, in which the state's power to influence the day to day life of people was at its greatest. 73 These were conditions in which repressive and often racist nature of the colonial administration was so all pervasive and apparently self-evident that explicit description of it was left out, because it was believed that readers would fill in the details themselves. which is on the Copperbelt studies and he says they were just liberals, they were against racism. I just think that this is a profoundly ignorant statement, since the whole structure of the colonial world in Southern and Central Africa was based around the structure of race. In fact, Northern Rhodesia, as it was called when I arrived, had apartheid actually under the British colonial government -much more heavily entrenched than it was in South Africa at the time. So that was all part of the tension.
74
For the RLI researchers South Africa and its racist policies formed the yardstick of the conditions in which they worked. For them, the repressive policies and racism of South Africa were present in Zambia. Why South Africa and its peculiar history should come to form the touchstone for the researchers of the RLI relates firstly to the South African background of the research paradigm established by Max Gluckman and, secondly, the actual conditions RLI researchers were experiencing in Northern Rhodesia at the time. Gluckman ran the RLI and established the Manchester School, and these and many other authors have outlined its principal concepts and methodology. Ferguson has eloquently argued that the RLI texts written on urbanisation in Zambia were subject to a modernist narrative that saw an inevitable progression from migrant labourer to permanently urban proletarian. Schumaker has covered in detail how Gluckman dominated the RLI research in Northern Rhodesia, through choosing field sites, determining research themes, prescribing set reading -most notably "the Bridge" -, organising joint field visits, chairing fieldwork seminars, and establishing the camaraderie necessary for a successful assault on the established order. 77 In all of this, the band of researchers, with the notable exception of Lewis Gann, found themselves united in their opposition to colonial rule.
RLI Researchers and South Africa
Through the establishment of academic posts whereby RLI anthropologists could write up their fieldwork under his supervision at the University of Manchester, Gluckman ensured that his influence on the work of the RLI continued long after he had left for
England.
The first group of researchers recruited by the RLI for the Seven Year Plan were subjected to a rigorous programme designed by Gluckman, which would serve as the researchers' induction into what was referred to by colonial administrative officers as "Gluckman's Circus". In later years this group of young researchers, who did indeed share the camaraderie of the legendary "flying circuses" of World War One, would come to be referred to as the "Cloth Cap Boys" and later still, and with far more respect, the Manchester School. 78 It is interesting to note that Hans Holleman and Lewis Gann did not take part in Gluckman's induction. Though both were recruited and selected by him for the RLI, and although both men were clearly intelligent and productive, neither of them would ever be associated with the Manchester School. In contrast with the rest of the RLI researchers, neither of them shared Gluckman's analysis of Northern Rhodesia, and Gann would later place himself in a political position that was diametrically opposed to that of the Gluckman and his followers. Apart from extensive reading and debate, the researchers' introduction to Northern Rhodesia and their induction into the RLI included an organised tour past Gluckman's mentors and friends in South Africa as well as a stretch of supervised fieldwork on the Copperbelt. Only then were the RLI researchers let loose in Zambia. In this way Gluckman's researchers were effectively inducted into his view of the world.
They became primed to read Zambia as they would South Africa. With its specific historical trajectory, this came to be the paradigm through which the researchers of the RLI (and Max Gluckman) dealt with the situation as they found it in Northern Rhodesia.
By providing his researchers with a specific way of looking at the world, Gluckman ensured that the historical paradigm that applied to South Africa came to be applied to Zambia too.
In South Africa the young RLI researchers were introduced to Isaac Schapera, Lewis Gann, a professional historian, to rectify this. As Gluckman noted, "the anthropologists found that their work was severely handicapped by the lack of anything like a good history of the region". For the anthropological research being conducted at the RLI, "a basic outline history was clearly necessary if we were to co-ordinate our different studies". Writing about his expectations and those of his fellow researchers at the RLI, Gluckmann was honest enough to say:
I suppose that we anthropologists were no more egotistical than most people when we planned to have an historian who would produce a study of the development of British Central Africa as a mere adjunct to our own researches. I, at least, was thinking of something like 'a schoolboy's history', in which we would learn the bare dates when various things happened in various parts of the country. It is probably not easy for scholars working in countries where at least the outline of events is easily accessible to realize how scattered were the historical facts about Central Africa. In the event, Gann provided historians and anthropologists alike with the first professional synthesis of Zambian history. This history, by dint of his extensive association with the RLI, was extensively informed by anthropological and sociological theory, and was far more than a white man's history or a mere 'Schoolboy's History'. It is sad, but the RLI researchers who could have cited Gann's work largely chose to ignore him in their own work.
Presumably on account of his experiences as a German refugee who had been caught up in the maelstrom of the excesses of the nation-state, Gann was never one for glowing recommendations and claims for the future. 88 For Gann the future was unwritten and unknown, a territory and space the contents of which could never be comfortably encompassed in glowing rhetoric. Thus, although the past could be approached and discussed with reasonable certainty, the future was problematic. It is probable that it was this ever present refusal, that permeates the work of Gann, to rejoice in the perceived inevitable joys of the Zambian future that led to his work being dismissed. In addition his brutally honest approach to much that he saw, also surely contributed to his dismissal.
These strands, a refusal to rejoice in the future, as well as an untimely honesty, can be discerned in the closing paragraph of his Birth of a Plural Society:
… the seeds of potential struggles remain; and as the plural society of Northern Rhodesia forms part of a more extensive one, it is probable that these will ultimately be decided on an arena wider than a purely local one. … The new society possessed means of unlocking wealth far beyond the imagination of the most enterprising Bantu chief; and the resources of even a backward colonial economy producing primary goods for the world market proved to be far greater than those of the most advanced tribal society. … Within its [the plural society] framework a social and economic revolution was set off, the outcome of which none can as yet foresee.
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It can be seen that in the context of an academic milieu that was consciously opposed to white minority rule in central Africa, Gann's analysis was considered anathema to polite society. 88 Gann, "Ex Africa", pp. 477 -498. 89 Gann, The birth of a plural society, p. 191.
In the absence of Gann's pioneering work and in the light of the subsequent dismissal of his work as being that of a colonial historian, the past was not investigated but taken as a given. This past, which existed in the minds of the RLI researchers, was informed by the South African paradigm, contemporary racism and the evident power of the colonial state that they experienced. It was not based upon a professional investigation of the past.
Conducting Anthropology in a Colonial Setting
Writing with the vindictiveness of old age, Edmund Leach lambasted a whole generation of fellow anthropologists for believing and arguing that the communities that they studied had lived in a rural idyll prior to the arrival of colonial rule. Of Raymond Firth, Leach noted that his:
… use of the word 'traditional' reflects an underlying presumption, shared by nearly all anthropologists of his own and earlier generations, that until the coming of the white man, primitive society everywhere had been in a state of Arcadian stability if not of Arcadian bliss.
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That there were sound reasons to argue that colonial rule had in many cases indeed destroyed stable and well-structured communities was conveniently overlooked by
Leach. Yet faced with the triumphalist racism of those who had imposed the Central African Federation contrary to the wishes of the majority of the Northern Rhodesian population, it is not surprising that a generation of anthropologists -sensitised by the injustices of colonial rule, racism, anti-Semitism, segregationist and later apartheid ruleshould choose to imagine an historical past that stood in direct opposition to the injustices that they observed in the present.
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The colonial state as it existed in Northern Rhodesia between 1930 and 1960 was a state characterised by racism and legislation that privileged sections of the populace 90 Edmund Leach, "Glimpses of the Unmentionable", p. 14. 91 This is not to deny that Leach was well aware of the socio-cultural background of those whom he chose to criticise, vide: Schapera, Hunter, Fortes, and Gluckman were all from South Africa. Is it too fanciful to suggest that the prominence that several of these authors were later to give to the notion of homeostatic social equilibrium and to the belief that social structures persist even when there are drastic changes in cultural appearances derived from their personal need for a stable homeland? Leach, "Glimpses of the Unmentionable", p. 12.
merely on the basis of the colour of their skin. It was a colonial state that by 1930 was firmly established, a condition which for the majority of white settlers who arrived in the colony in the years prior to 1960 was natural and inevitable. That the colonial state had been established, not by conquest but in a series of initially symbiotic ad hoc relationships between the junior representatives of a charter company and a varied and disparate arrangement of resident power brokers was lost on many who were trying to deal with the country's contemporary issues. For the RLI researchers, the establishment of the colonial state mirrored that of South Africa and lay in conquest. The day-to-day reality of racist legislation and sanctioned racial prejudice appeared to underscore this assumption. Not surprisingly the colonial administrators, the majority of whom believed that they were running a "decent show" without prejudice and in keeping with the perceived natural order of things, were generally suspicious of the anthropologists. If the administrators were merely suspicious of anthropologists, then the vast majority of the settlers were positively paranoid.
The renowned South African anthropologist Adam Kuper examined the presence and impact of anthropologists in a colonial setting and tried to find an explanation for the extreme mutual prejudice displayed by anthropologists and the colonial administrators.
Kuper noted that anthropologists often upset local white opinion by socialising with Africans. Many of the more orthodox colonial officials, "were easily convinced that they were going native, and letting the side down". 92 Kuper notes that Audrey Richards "was forced to be rather defensive about this", and cites her, on behalf of the anthropologists, with the following:
While its is probably sheer romanticism to suppose that he, or she, is ever really accepted as a member of a native tribe, as has sometimes been claimed, If the truth be told, apart from detailed information on specific persons believed to be engaged in activities that ran counter to the interests of the administration, the colonial administration was not interested in what anthropologists had to say for themselves:
Not only did the administrators not keep in touch themselves, they were not even prepared to use the information made available to them by the social scientists. In fact, they seemed to resent it; because it so often exposed the half-truths and vague generalisations they had built up over a lifetime. … Protected by racist legislation, communities of people were able to establish lives for themselves in the mining towns of Northern Rhodesia that would have been virtually impossible elsewhere. What is particularly disturbing about the Northern Rhodesian situation is that so many of these people believed that this was their natural right.
Holleman described the life and noted:
As the industry prospered and the mining communities grew more and more In later years when reflecting on conditions in Northern Rhodesia in the early 1950s, Epstein noted that the atmosphere of the time was "quite nightmarish". 105 opposition between "whites and blacks" became more the norm, and those, such as the RLI researchers, who chose to oppose and not participate in these charades in which stereotypes as opposed to people dominated, were further alienated from settler society.
As Epstein noted, "if ever there was a situation that was made for paranoia, that was it". 106 In the tense social context of the time, Epstein, who was working amongst and with African mine workers and trade unionists, was asked by the security police to report on the activities of mine workers. To his credit, Epstein declined, after which he was shadowed and investigated by the security services of Northern Rhodesia. 107 Shortly afterwards, the RLI was approached with the request that Epstein no longer continue his research among mine workers at the Roan Antelope Mine in Luanshya on the grounds that he "might interfere in union affairs and influence the thinking of African union leaders". 108 In the event and mirroring earlier occasions, Epstein was subsequently denied access to the mine compound. He noted of this dismissal from the mine compounds:
It is interesting to recall in this regard that my own experience turned out to replicate in nearly all major respects that of Godfrey Wilson at Broken Hill in complaints that he fraternised with Africans during fieldwork, and permission to conduct further research was withdrawn.
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The disapproval of sections of the white administration and settler society continued to hamper Epstein during the remainder of his stay in Zambia, where he was seen as a "known subversive deeply involved in the … troubles on the Copperbelt". Indeed
Epstein's so-called subversive record was to follow him to Australia where in later years he would be prohibited from entering Papua New Guinea, which was then a mandated territory under the authority of Australia. 110 Epstein, was deeply affected by the treatment that he had received at the hands of the colonial authorities and their settler allies. In later years Epstein sought to find words and thoughts for all that he had experienced in
Zambia:
The interesting question is why a bare handful of anthropologists should appear so Northern Rhodesian society. But I also consider that we need to push the argument further to take account of an even more basic factor -that in their very attempts to work effectively as anthropologists they were compelled to violate norms of behaviour that were quite fundamental to the structure of this colonial settler society. If one were to work successfully with Africans one had to win their confidence and support, and this was to put oneself in a position vis-à-vis the Africans that was entirely different from that of other Europeans: it was a relationship that demanded mutuality. In such circumstances even a public handshake, elsewhere scarcely to be regarded as a momentous event, here became a subversive act because it was an acknowledgement of the African's equality. In the poisoned atmosphere that was Northern Rhodesia, where the mere recognition of another's humanity was grounds for censure, the validity of the paradigm drawn from South African History appeared beyond question. The paradigm initiated by Gluckman and Wilson and applied to Northern Rhodesia served to explain the contemporary condition being experienced, and appeared to be correct. Yet the way in which the colonial state came to be established in Northern Rhodesia was not truly investigated and when it was, by Lewis Gann, the dismissal of its tenets as being mere "colonialist history" appeared to be more acceptable and understandable in the light of what was being experienced.
112

Implications
The Rhodes Livingstone Institute anthropologists believed that Zambia had been subject to a historical process similar to that which had taken place in South Africa, where overwhelming force had enabled colonial conquest, land dispossession, the impoverishment of rural areas and the development of migrant labour. Research into the development and effects of migrant labour formed the most of the RLI's research, but how this migrant labour had come about was not investigated. The historical conditions that had led to the development of migrant labour were not investigated. It was taken for granted that the process of conquest that had occurred in South Africa also applied to Zambia. Instead of investigating how the present had come about, the contemporary condition was researched and conclusions were drawn on the basis of this about the past and anticipated future conditions. It was taken for granted that labour migration had been initiated by colonial conquest and that subsequent taxation drove people to participate in migrant labour.
Northern Rhodesia, or Zambia as it is known in the present, is a territory twice the size of Texas or France. During the establishment of colonial rule, the territory came to be occupied and administered by approximately 300 men. The way this occupation occurred is a subject for discussion and further research. This paper argues that the RLI 112 For an example of a priori dismissal see Lyn Schumaker who wrote: Gann falls into the category of colonialist historian, whose work has been seen by subsequent Africanists as showing only the positive side of colonial rule while neglecting the African perspective. Schumaker, Africanizing Anthropology, p. 308, n. 8 anthropologists believed that this occupation happened in similar way to how colonial occupation had taken place in South Africa. For Monica Hunter Wilson how the colonial state had come into being was informed by what she already knew about how South Africa came to be colonised. The same held true for Gluckman, and his researchers. They did not need re-investigate colonisation. They never asked themselves how a few men managed to conquer an enormous territory.
On the part of the RLI, there was an a priori belief that conquest had led to the establishment of the colonial state, and that colonial rule initiated the decline of the rural areas. Working from within this paradigm, the establishment of colonial rule was not investigated, with the exception of the Ngoni by Barnes, which only served to underscore the validity of the South African paradigm. The researchers at the RLI never investigated how colonial rule was established, or how the rural areas came to be impoverished. The argument as it existed within the RLI and initiated by Audrey Richards was that the establishment of migrant labour drained the rural areas of productive labour and led to the impoverishment of these areas, leading to yet further migration. Not surprisingly, these sentiments lead to a dismissal of the work and insights of Gann and Holleman, neither of whom fulfilled the stereotypes expected or anticipated.
Conclusions
In March 1955, eight years after he had left Zambia, the erstwhile director of the Rhodes Livingstone Institute, Max Gluckman gave a lecture at the Royal Society of Arts on, "Social Anthropology in Central Africa". He provided an overview of anthropological research in Central Africa as a whole; an exercise that he modestly claimed to find "somewhat embarrassing" on account of his leading role in this research. 113 Gluckman wrapped up his lecture with a plea for historical research and concluded in this vein with the following words:
The Rhodes Livingstone Institute hopes soon to produce a symposium which will examine what colonization and industrialization have done to the region. 
